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A  single  analysis  cannot  hope  to  answer  all  questions  which 
arise  in  connection  with  the  social  development  of  Southeast  Asia.  - 
Let  it  stiff ice  here  to  pose  problems  and  formulate  certain  methods  of 
analysis  which  will  be  more  adequate  than  the  ones  to  which  we  Europeans 
have  been  accustomed  to  almost  spontaneously  employ.  This, will  require  : 
a  certain  change  in  our  inherited,  inaccurate  concepts  of  these  countries 
which  will  enable  us  to  foarraulate  methodic  and  logical  working  l^otheses 
to  study  this  section  of  the  modern  world.  Certain  misunderstandings 
and  divergent  points  of  view  are,  of  course,  inevitable  In  such  a  discus¬ 
sion,  and  may  even  increase  as  the  problem  is  studied  in  detail. 

,  Problems  in  stuping  the  social  order  of  undeveloped 
V,"-’  -  \ countries.- 

The  study  of  the  methods  of  social  development  in  iindeveloped 
or  underdeveloped  countrtes  is  both  an  important  and  a  complex  problem. 
This  is  especially  tiue,  I  should  say,  in  the  case  of  the  countries  of 
Southeastern  and  Eastern  Asia .  Here  we  encounter  new,  unknown  forms  of 
society  and  social  movements /vdilch  simply  do  not  fit  the  concepts  and 
categories  which  we  have  czeated  when  dealing  with  social  developments 
in  Europe  i  In  studying  these  countries  we  must  clange  our  concepts  con¬ 
cerning  the  growth  of  society  and  the  laws  of  evolution  of  society  in 
general,  and  especially  concerning  the  means  by  which  a  modem  society 
moves  in  the  direction  of  socialism.  This  is  perfectly  naturel,  as  world 
development  and  the  Inclusion  of  these  great  and  important  sections  of 
the  world  in  the  world-collective,  no  longer  as  the  colonies  of  yesterday 
but  as  independent  units,  must  of  necessity  create  new  concepts  in  our 
minds,  otherwise  our  understanding  will  be  inaccurate  and  Inconqilete . 

This  does  not  imply  that  we  are  to  abandon  the  basic  methods  for  studying 
societies  which  we  have  inherited  from  Marx,  Engels  and  Lenin;  on  the 
contrary,  only  by  emplc^ng  those  methods  shall  we  be  able  to  reach 
scientific  conclusions  as  related  to  these  countries,  providing,  of 
course  that  we  are  capable  of  original  and  scientific  method,  meanwhile 
dealing  with  actual  social  realities  and  not  the  ideas  that  we  have 
hitherto  pre -formulated. 
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'  It  113  especially  Impoitant  to  remeinber  that  ve  are  dealing  here 
with  a  section  of  the  world  which  has  had  a  very  different  historical 
development  than  Europe .  Whereas  European  society  has  developed  along 
more  or  less  clearly  discernible  lines  of  social  formation  from  slaveiy 
through  if eudal'i  ' capitalistic,  emd'  nbW  socialistic  Society,  in  many 
Asiatic  countries  such  clearly  discernible  social  developments  have 
never  existed,  nor  have  the  phases  from  one  formation  to  the  next  been 
clearly  expressed.  In  the  European  sense  there  has  been  no  change  in  the 
social  formation  of  these  countries,  hence,  neither  in  the  development 
of  society  nor  in  the-  growth  df  ideas  have  relationships  and  categories 
been  differentiated  in  the  same  manner  as .in  .EdrbP5>„  although  w^^ 
accustomed  to  believe  that  developments  in  those 'countries  approximate 
those  in  Europe. 

The  production  of  goods  in  several  Asiatic  countries  (China  and 
India)  made  its  appearance  at  about  the  same  time  as  in  the  Mediter¬ 
ranean  civilization  of  Antiquity.  Itt  the  latter  society  goods  were 
produced  by  slave  labor.  TJpCn  this  society  there  arose  the  state  whicl' 
provided  a  foundation  f on  democracy  and  the  expression  of  free  scientific 
thought  (within  the  framework  of  the  ruling  class,  of  courae).  Due  to 
its  internal,  tnisolvable  contradictions,  raids  Of  the  barbarians,  etc.., 
this  society  collapsed  and  European  feudalism  arose  from  the  ruins  > 
latent  be  succeeded  by  capitalism,  with  a  gradual  tranaformation  to 
modern  "Socialism.  ■  . 

The  scteial  structure  of  the  countries  of  Southeast  Asia,  where 
more  than  two  thousand  years  ago  the  production  of  goods  also  appeared, 
did  not  collapse,  but  has • continued  -tO'  exist .  :  Capitalism,  however, 
and  the  capitalistic  social  structure  did  not  come  into  being  here. 

Means  of  production  never  developed  to  the  extent  of  becoming  a  decisive 
factor  in  social  life  upon  ^^Ich  h  istdte  could  be  founded  -with  free 
demoerattc  functions',  even  among  the*  ruling  classes,  and  there ’arose  son 
these  means  of  prc^iuction  'fari'Ous  kirids  of  despotism.  - 

f'  ‘  Because  capital  and  oapitalistiO  production  methods  were  the 
products  -of  Europe,  they  were  intilodUced  from  without  into  the  ilands  of 
Southeast ^Asia  'in  tha  forms’  Of  ^iimperialism  and  colonialism’.  ^  In  a  certain 
sense,  as'-'  regards  social'  development/  the  cDuntries-saP ^Southeast 
Asia  have  thus  stagnated,-  or,  more  exactly  put,  ^have  not'ifeveloped  at  the 
same- 'rate  or 'with  the  intend  guali'^tlve  Change's '  Itt  social  relation- -  i. 
ships  as  has 'European  society.'  Because,  in  ray 'opinion,  the  results  of  ■■ 
thls'are  exceedingly  iapoitant,  it  is  ess^tial  tO  study  the  causes'  of  •' 
this  historical  development  if  We  wish  to  establish  the  nature  of  the  ‘ 
social  relationships  which  these  countries'  have  inherited  and  Under  which' 
these  -peoples  still  live.'  Certain  Of  Iferx^^^S 'basic  theories  on  this  will 
bS  'enlightening.  '  We  must  es'tabllsh  what  it  was  that  replaced  capitalism  ' 
during  the  period  of  colonial  oppresslbn,  exploitation,  and  connection 
with  •the  metropolises,  and  only  On  the  basis^  of 'such  study  can  we.  foTm  • 
opinions  and  draw  conclusions  regarding  the'  present  and  ftiture  trends^  and 
manners  of  these  countries'  developmehts .  ' 
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immediately  evident  is  the  fact  that  in  many  of  these ^countries 
various  social  formations,  ranging  from  the  most  archaic  to  the  most  ^ 
highly-developed,  modern  capitalistic,  and  evan  government ^capitalistic, 
exist  side  hy  side.  These  archaic  aoClal  formations^are  not  slm^y 
unimportant  vestiges  of  the  past  vhich  are  found  in^hac^oods  parts  of^ 
the  country;  they  are  widespread  and  have  a  very  definite  effect  on  the 
contemporary  gove^ments,  economic  structures, 
policies.  They  also  influence  the  superstructure:  social 
ways  of  though;  and  frequently  scientific  thought  is  to  be  found  alpngsi 
mythological  phylosPphic  and  religions  concepts,  even  in  t^^same  Pe^o^* 
It  is  for  reasons  such  as  these  that  the  ideological  framework  in 
which  contemporary  movements  and  social  trends  manifest  the^elves  is 
difficiilt  for  us  EuropeanO  to  grasp  and  demands  that  we  analyse  as 
concretely  as  possible  the  social  processes  and  their  expressions  in 
ideas  and  thoughts  in  these  countries.  - 

Accumulation  as  the  main  prOblfem  Of  society. 


I  shall  proceed  upon  what  seems  to  tee  to  be  the  most  adequate  . 
assumption:  that  the  basic  problem  in  Undeveloped  countries  of  Southeast 
Asia  is  that  of  accumulation.  At  first  glance  this ^ is  clear  and  un  er^ 
standable,  and  I  have  formulated  if  in  this  manner  (rather  than  as  a 
problem  of  economic  development)  because  the  problem  of  accumulation  as 
I  understand  it,  and  as  i  shall  attempt  to  explain,  is  greater  than  the 
problem  of  economic  development  understood  as  the  percentage  of  mtlonai 
income  to  be  used  for  developtaent.  Actually,  this  problem  should  no  e 
regarded  as  a  purely  quantitative  one,  but  an  economic  one  and,  I  should 
say,  a  technocratic  approach  tp  the  problem.  Certain  European  and 
American  economists,  going  on  the  basis  of  powerful  countries  (those  with 
highly-developed  industries,  capital,  and  capitalistic  organisations,  ^ 
where  the  problem  of  the  transformation  to  state -capitalism  is  inherent 
and  where  the  main  problem  Of  efconomic  development  is  to  ®scertain^t^ 
extent  of  accumulation  expedient  to  maintain  so-called  temporary  stability 
as  an  economic  control),  are  always  Inclined  to  treat  the  problems  of 
accumulation  and  economic  development  ih  the  above  manner  and  within 
narrow  economic  and  technological  limits.  Actually^  their  concepts  are- 
limited  to  the  following:  accumulation  is  an  exclusive  function  of 
capital;  the  countries  of  SOutherh  Asia  have  insufficient  capital  to 
develop,  which  means  that  they  must  borrow  in  order  to  circulate  private 
capital  and  must  eventually  strengthen  certain  government  control  measures, 
and  that  in  order  to  Obtain  capital  from  those  countries  which  have  it 
a  "favorable  climate”  must  be  brought  about,  etc,. 

In  the  coTintries  of  Southeastern  Asia  capital  is  but  poorly 
developed  as  is  the  capitalistic  production  of  goods  (which  is  not  the 
main  means  of  production) .  Xhi  the  other  hand,  in  these  countries  the 
problem  of  accvimulation  is  basically  a  social  one  in  a  much  broader 
sense,  i.e.  it  is  a  problem  of  creating  the  most  expedient  form  of 
social  organization  to  fit  social,  and  above  all,  economic  development 
in  relationship  to  both  the  international  situation  and  internal  conditions. 
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In  the  undeveloped  countries  of.  Asia  capitalism  has., never  been 
able  to  develop  to  the  extent .o®  beeomii^  the  major,  all-inclusive 
eOcial-econofflic  6ystem>  outmoding.  all  otler  archaio  forms  of  life  ahd 
transforming  social  patterns  Into  Gapltalistic  ones.  All  tie  problems 
of  these  countries  today  stem  front. the  fact  that  cap:^taltsm  has.  never 
bSen  able,  historically,  to  bring; about  extensive,rep^roduc.tion,  6n'the 
basis  of  capitalism  ;at  a  ieveli  guaranteeiiag  even  a  minimum  of  progiess  . 
Why  capitalism  has  failed  In  this,!,  wliy  it  was  able  to  take  over  only  a 
small  section  of  this  society,  how  ranch  of  ,  is  to  be  explained  by 
the  fact  that  capitalism  appeared  Inothe  fbim  nf  colonial  exploitation 
and  not  as  a  product  of  the  internal  development  of  the  society. itself, 
whether  this  is  to  be '  explained  by  the  internal  stwcture  and  lews  of 
development  of  the  society  as  such  -  must  all  be  studied  if  we  are  to 
find  solutions  to  the  problems  of  further  development  of  these  countrie'? 
and  their  place  in  the  modem  world*.  • 

In  spite  of  the  great  efforts  made  during  the  ten  years  of  their 
independence,  these  countries; hsye  not  been  sble  to  solve,  the  problem  of 
accumulation.  Neither  have  they  been  able  to  meet  the  ever-increasing; 
problems  of  feeding  their  populations  or  of -unemplpyment,  and  it  is 
evident  that  their  rate  of  economic,  development  is  .unsatisfactoiy. 
Process  in  the  highly-developed  countries,  ,  on  the  other  hand,  continues 
(and  there  are. indicat ions -that  as;  state -capitalism  becomes  an  ever  more 
important  part  of  their  structure  this  progress  will  he  ever  greater), 
while  the  discrepancy,  that  separates  them  from  the  imdeveloped  ccuntifes 
threatens  to  become  greater  still,  15ie , countries  of  the  so-called 
Socialistleicamp  are  also  developing  more  andvmpre  rapidly  and  are 
niready  becoming  countries  with  the  most  higbiy, developed  economies . , 

Thus  their. very  .position  in  the  world  econpngr  forces  these  nndeyeioped. 
cbmtries  towau^i  a  definite  solution  to  the>  problem  of  rapid  economic 
develOpmentV!!";-: 

-  is  eyidejat  tlMit  the  problem  of 

aCGuinulation.  is  the  problem  basic  t,0:  these  countries;  as,  concems 
tibbir ^development  ai^^  even  their- existence. as.  independent  nations. 

For  t®ny  undeveloped  ,cGuntri«S,.^thP  ,oau  be  no  question  of 
creating  accumcdation  by  means;  of  private  capital,  i.e  .  orientation  , 
according  to  the  capitalistic  meidjods  of  development:  whereby  time  and. 
social-  cbiidltlOns  are  8.uch  that  capitsl,  by  Itself ,  through  internal 
development  and  the  profit  motive,  could  bring  about  accimulation  for 
further  b;evelopment  and.  whereby  the  social  structure,  would  grow  from 
this,  i.e.  produce fdie.bourgeQise  and  the  proletariat,  and  the  entire  , 
social -political  structuie  would  develop  on  such  a  hesis.  This  is  physi¬ 
cally  impossible,  as  capital  cannot. sccomplish  this..  (Why  it  cannot  is 
anothea?'squestioh:nnd  requires  a  scientific  e:q>lanationj .  -  And  the 
boungeOiae  class  is  incapable:  of  playing  ,a  social -historic  foie  of  this 
kind;'  In  Addition,  all  the  social -and  political  coraciousness  of  the 
broad  mass'esxiin,  these  countries  spes^s  against  thfs  .  Today  the  massee 
will  no  longer  he  subjected  to  exude  methods  of rprimitiye  accumulation 
by  private  capital, < as .this  would  mean  b  worsening  of  their  .already 
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difficult  conditions.  This  is  also  the  cause  of  numerous  and  frequent 
criticisms  of  the  capitalist  system  and  the  capitalist  road  to  deyelopn^nt, 
which  can  he  heard  in  those  countries  not  only  from  representatives  of  the 
woiicing  class,  hut  from  othSr  classes  of  people.  Today  such  criticism  ^ 
is  a  very  noticeable  syniptom  in  the  countries  of  Southeast  Asia  (the  crl- 
ticisms  are  Often  va^e  and  confused  for  the  very  reason  that  they  origi¬ 
nate  from  such  a  variety  of  socled.  conditions  and  classes j  for  exainple,^ 
the  development  of  the  village  along  capitalistic  lines  is  often  opposed 
hy  the  ideal  of  a  traditional  archaic  and  autarchic  village  economy; . 

This  critidism  also  extends  to  the  hourgeols  political  superstructure 
which,  just  as  its  economic  basis,  does  not  fit  these  countries.  The 
shortcomings  of  a  transplanted  Western  parliamentary  democracy  are  -  ^ 

pointed  out  and  thei*e  are  endeavors  to  liquidate  this  in  form  or  another. 

State  mterventioh  as  the  Road  to  Salving  the  Prohlem  of 

■  Capital  Accumulation  "  ‘ 

It  is  a  faadlleir  fact  that  a  feature  of  the  countries  of  which 
we  are  speaking  is  their  tendency  toward'  state  capitalism.  Ih  this  they 
have  copied,  to  the  extent  possible,  the  techniques  of  Western  state 
capitalism,  notably  those  of  Great  Britain  under  the  Labor  regime.  An 
exception  of  course  is  China  which  as  we  know  has  chosen  a  different  road. 

Ten  yesufs  of  iiidependence  (In  ether  words,  a  status  in  which 
these  countries  n©  longer  a  part  of  a  capitalist -inperialist  world  or 
its  periphery  and  its  subordinated  and  exploited  part  but  are  independent  * 
and  sovereign  entities,  living  under  a  legal  system  are  peculiarly  adapted 
to  their  own  Social  essence)— these  ten  years  have  demonstrated  that 
a  system  of  state -capitalist  processes  transmitted  from  the  West  is 
inadequate  and  inappropriate  because,  in  first  place,  ; it  does  hot  solve 
the  problem  of  capltsd  accumulation. 

This  system  6f  state  capitalism  evolved  in  highly  developed 

countries  which  had  attained  that  phase  of  developaent  where  the  power 
of  the  state  manifested  Itself  as  the  crucial  factor  of  economic  relation¬ 
ships  but  in  such  a  context- that  signified  only  the  control  and  regulation 
of  a  historical  capitalism  and  of  natural  ,  resources  already  developed  by : 
capitalist  accumulation,  and  already  developed  and  specific  productive 
factors.  XJhen  applied  to  the  countries  of  South  Asia  such  techniques  of 
state  capitalism  showed  that  it  was  tmsulted  to  resolve  the  question  of 
development,  because  it  was  nut  the  outgrowth  of  the  development  condi¬ 
tions  and  needs  of  these  countries. 


lii 'other  words,  the  Western'  type  state -capitalistic  system  ■was 
•anahie  to  sblve  'Uie  problem  of’ acctimulat ion. 

Personally,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  in  China' the  problem  of 
accumulation  was  put  on  the  same  basis,  although  in  a  different  political 
framework.  ■ 

China  became  free  and- independent  only  after  a  long  stitiggle,  a  . 
war,  and  a  cl-irll  war.  There  •was  then  established  a  strong,  p^ltlcally 
and  ozganizati'onally-centrallzed  government  i  Then,  as  a  result  of 
historical'  conditions,  there  was  set  Txp  an  economic,  and  administrative 
government  mechanism  whichi  in  *he  initial  phase  was  a  copy  of  the  system 
in  the  Soviet  Union  during  the  most  typical- and  totalitarian  rule  of 
Stalin's  bureauoracy.  Whereas  the  other  countries  of  Southeast  Asia  . 
Imported  the  laborite  state  capitalistic  system,  China  introduced  the 
Salinlst  type  of  administrative  system  for  directing  the  national 
econon^.  l  am  of  the  opinion  that  this  system- proved;  unsatisfactory  in 
ChiM  and  did  not  meet  the  problem  of  accumulation  in  accordance  either 
with  the  objective  requiiements  of  China  or  the  subjective  desires  of 
the  leaders  of  that  country.  It  must  also  be  recalled  that  China  came 
out  of  the  civil  war  with  extraordinary  internal  revolutionary  dynamism, 
which  is  of  great  importance  for  the  present  objective:  movement  and  the 
subjective  situation  and  orientation  in  CMna. 

Because  of  this  another  method  was  sought  to  solve  the  problem  of 
adcumulatton  in  China,  and  which>  logically  enough^  was  to  Ip'tensify 
the  administratl've-bureaucratic  me-Uiodsi.;  There  appeared  .tB^e  so-called 
"corarndnes.”  Why  they  were  called  this  is  beyong  my  knowledge,  as  they 
had  nothing  in  common  with -Ifarx's  understanding  of  ;the  term.  They  were 
actually  a  form  of  economic  administration  that  Stalin -had  used  in  the 
Soviet  Unifott.  '  At  first  there  was  a  certain  degree  of  Sdpcess;  soon,- 
however >  there  was  regressicin  and  this  regression  came  from  two  directions. 
First,  the  ^'plans,”  l.e.  the  original  planned  goals,  were  changed, 

(which  meant  that  this  8uper-bureaucratic:8ystem,;;.ln  spite  of  all  efforts, 
was  unable  •to  produce  wtet  it  had  hoped  to),  and  secondly,  certain  of  the 
most  bureaucratic  fuitotions  within  the  "communes,"  d.e.  systems  of  • 
awards, ' etc were  changed;:' 

■  At  present' other  methods  of  accumulation  are  being  sought  in 
China  •to  hasten  development >1  .e .  more  rapid  faccuraulatic^  than  that 
achieved  following  independence' and  the  establishment  of  •the  new  goveni- 
meht.  And  here  we  must  search  fOr  the  causes  of  the  vacillation  and  the 
changes  that- are  taking  place  in  China.  ;  •  i  :  :  ^  ^ 

'  'ESnce,  'the  basic  problems  of  development  in  China  are  similar 
to  those  in  the  other  countries  of  Southeast  Asia,  but j the  poli-bical 
framework  In  which  attempts  are  made  to  solve  them  is  different. 

Here,  I  think,  we  should  seek  the  reasons  why  the  so-called 
Chinese  experiments  from  1956  to  1959  awakened  such  great  interest  in 
the  countries  of  Asia,  although  the  Introduction  of  •the  "communal"  system 
and  the  political  consequences  that  followed,  both  inside  Chli^  and  in 
her  international  politics,  especially  in  her  relations  with  other 
countries,  made  it  cl.  ;>r  that  this  •was  not  the  way  to  solve  the  problem 
of  accumulation. 
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The  nations  of  Southeast  A^la  vlll  have  to  “vl^somethini? 

based  neither  bn  the  Western  nor  the  East  European  model,  but  sometning 

totally^MW.^^  see:  first,  there  is  increasingly  developing  and^^ 
becoming  more  acute,  a  social -political  crisis  in  these  co^  r^e  , 
second,  lavftd  methods  are  being  sought  to  if 

establish  a  new  social  organisation  vhlch  sill  he  able  to  solve  the 

problem  of  accumulation.  .  ^ 

There  is  one  common  factor  in  all  these  countries:  some  bond 

is  sought  between  the  government  as  an  official  + 

masses,  whereby  the  problem  of  accumulation  may  be  solved.  Attempts  to 
Introduce  new  ideas  and  put  them  into  practice  differ,  and  ^here  are 
various  ideological-political  tendencies  at  work  vhich  are  frequently 
spontaneous  in  nature  and  are  in  accord, with  the  tradition  th 
background  of  those  in  power,  their  outlook  on  life,  etc. 
all  these  tendencies,  however,  there  is  recognition . of  the  fact  ' 

systems  which  have  developed  under  the  historical  and  social  condxtio.a„ 
in  the  West  and  in  the  Soviet  Union  cannot  be  successfully  transplanted 
in  these  countries  with  their  peculiar  material-,  social-,  and^class  ^ 

conditions.  Hence,  hew,  specific,  solutions  are  being  sought  by  attempi,- 
ing  to  amalgamate  one  or  another  type  of  statism  with  the  workers, ^  ^ 

asking  their  active  cooperation,  and  engaging  the  masses  to  solve  the 
own"  economic  problems  "themselves"  in  view  of  the  unusually  great  and 
insufficiently  employed  reserves  of  human  labor  which  must  he  mobilize-. 

Very  obviously,  this  cannot  be  automatically  called  socialism. 

Hew  forms  of  government  are  being  attempted  which  must  be  studied  in 
detail.  One  must,  however,  beware  of  calling  all  changes  in  social^  _ 

structure  socialism  or  socialistic  tendencies.;  He  know  the  magnitude  of 

the  error  in  calling  all  government  regulation  of  economics,  or  changes 

in  the  laws  of  capitalism  -  socialism.  Whether  or  not  a  phenomenon  is^ 
actually  socialism  will  depend  upon  what  happens  to  the  various  classen 
and  to  class  struggle,  and  in  the  realm  of  the  political  superstructure. 
Only  then  can  conclusions  be  drawn  as  to  whether  these  changes  are  by 
nature  objectively  and  sub Jectively  socialistic ,  A  similar  logical  and 
political  error  may  be  committed  if  we  attempt  to  herald  every  change 
away  from  the  Western  state-capitalistic  system  or  the  Stalinistic 
administrative  system  as  a  step  toward,  socialism.  Here  also  we.  must 
first  observe  the  effects  of  such  changes  on  the  classes,  on  class 
relationships,  and  on  the  overall  political  superstructure,  and  only 
then  draw  our  conclusions.  Just  as  changes  in  the  state -capitalistic 
linfe  have  produced  two  opposing  tendencies  in  the  political  superstructure: 
from  Fascism  to  social -democratic  parliamentary  state  capitalism,  so 
we  mair  expect  at  present  unusually  great  variegation  in  political 
structures  and  tendencies,  each  of  which  must  be  studied  individually 

and  concretely.  .  . 

It  is  characteristic,  and  certainly  not  incidental,  that  bhe 
countries  of  Southeast  Asia  have  become  very  interested  in  yugoslayia, 
in  the  methods  and  social  structures  which  are  used  there  to  hasten 
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accumulation*  Became  experience  lias  sbovn  tbat  neither  classical 
capitalism  nor  statism  can  pjrovtde  satlsfactoiry  solutions  to  their 
problems,  tbe  people  of  these  countries  are  very  naturally  interested 
in  the  experience  of  a  country  which,  throu^  its  forms  of  social- 
economic  and  political  onganlzhtlon.  Its  system  of  labor-  and  social 
self-government,  has  perhaps  achieVbd  the  most  in  the  sense  of  activating 
the  masses  as  a  means  to  hasten  economic  and  social  development  and  has 
also  gone  far  in  the  opposite  direction  of  capitalism  and  statism. 

Crisis  of  the  social -political  structure. 

The  eklsting  situation  points  to  the  fact  that  in  the  countries 
of  Southeast  Asia  the  entire  social -political  structure  is  in  a  state 
of  crisis,  of,  more  exactly,  in  a  state  of  ferment  and  change.  This 
is  not  pimply  due  to  a  crisis  in  the  party  system  of  the  individual 
lands,  it  is  a  question  of  basic  class  and  political  regroupings. 

As  this  is  still  in  an  initial  stage,  it  is  still  difficult  to  establirh 
the  nature  and  purpose  of  this.  I  should  simply  like  to  point  out 
that  the  party-political  superstructure  is  part  of  the  social-political 
structure  in  this  crisis.  Such  a  situation  allows  for  several  possibili¬ 
ties  of  development.  In  certain  Situations  exceedingly  reactionary 
regimes  may  come  into  power  which  could  fortify  the  state-capitalistic 
controls  and  put  power  into  the  hands  of  the  bureaucracy.  Such  a  regime 
could  even  attempt  by  various  means  to  activate  the  still  backward 
masses,  especially  those  in  the  villages^  This  in  itself,  however, 
would  not  alter  the  nature  of  the  regime^  In  a  regrouping  of  the,  forces 
about  which  we  are  talking,  there  undoubtedly  exist  forues  and  tendencies 
which  sOek  a  solution  to  the  crisis  in  a  development  toward  socialism. 

It  seems  to  me  that  these  tendencies  are  the  strongest,  both  as  concerns 
the  objective  state  of  affalm,  and  the  subjective  forces.  Solid 
analyses  are  necessary,  however,  to  ascertain  which  roads  lead  to  soc5.all&.^ 
in  tbieSe  cbuhtries. 

ObsolescenOe  of  parliamentary  democracy. 

Frequently  the  qdestioh  arises  as  to  the  fate  of  parliamentary 
democracy  in  the  countries  of  Southeast  Asia.  I  believe  that  we  may  safely 
say  that  parliamentary  democracy,  a  product  of  Europe,  is  outdated  in 
these  countries  aid  does  not  meet  their  heeds i  We  must  be  cautious, 
however,  hot  to  identify  the  existence  of  one  or  another  pairty  with 
■  parltamehtarism  or  civil  democracy,  hOt  to  identify  the  nature  of  parlia¬ 
mentary  democracy  with  tbe  existence  of  one  or  another  party. 

We  have  grown  acoustomed  to  think  of  democracy  and  dictatorships 
in  categories  which  have  grown  out  of  capitalistic  societies.  In  these 
countries,  however,  the  political  superstructure  has  developed  on  a 
social -economic  fomifhitlohwhose^  nature  is  not  fixed,  or  at  least  is 
not  basically  and  exclusively  fixed  in  the  capitalistic-productional 
sense.  Hence  the  political  superstructure  cannot  be  defined  as  bourgeolse 
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in  the  European  sense  or  in  the  sense  of  those  countries  where  capitalism 
has  succeeded  as  a  soi^cial  system.  These  aie  couhtries,  imoreover,  which 
regularly  go  through  periods  of  basic  social  changes  which,  as  can  he 
seen  from  the  foxegbing,  will  have  to  progress  from  their  present  state, 
which  is  one  of  undeveloped  capitalietic-hourgeoiee  systems,  to  a  state 
which  is  not,  and  cannot  he,  capitalistic .  Actually,  it  is  one  thing 
when  all  social  life  exists  bn  the  foundations  of  a  capitalistic  society, 
the  basis  of  which  is  the  capitalistic  means  of  production,  the  social 
structure  developing  from  this  basis  and  within  the  framework  of  whibh 
various  political  i^gimes,  from  parliamentary  democraoy  to  one  or  another 
form  Of  diotatorship  arise,  it  is  quite  another  thing  when  the  political 
superstructure  grows  out  of  a  completely  different  social  structure 
which  is  not  bourgeoise,  (and  all  agree  thS'C  in  these  countries  it  is 
not,  but  has  specifications  Of  its  own)  >  and  manifests  an  objective  i 
tendency  tO  develop  along  non-bOtirgeOise -capitalistic  lines ,  This  j 
clearly  indicates  that  the  social  existence  Of  a  political  entity,  "such 
as  bi-party  parliamentary  democracy,  has  a  completely  different  Signifl'-' 
cance  in  such  sunroundings  than  under  actual  conditions  of  capitalism.  '  “ 
Dictatorship  also  has  another  meaning.  What -  this  is  is  another  problem 
which  requires  detailed  study.  :  r 

It  seems  to  me  that  simply  beOaUse  the  state  capitalistic  system 
with  its  parllamentairy,  bi-party  democracy  has  proven  itself  incapable 
of  solving  the  problem  Of  accumulation,  it  cannot  therefore  be  taken  for 
granted  that  other  parties  should  nOt  come  into  existence  to  alter  the 
political  superstmicture  and  the  social -political  structures,  and  solve 
the  problem  qf  accumulation.  I  am  Of  the  Opinion  tMt  certain  of  these 
countries  will  continue  to  develop,  and  will  develop  true  democ3?acles 
which  Will  be  able  to  sOlve  the  accumiilatiOn  problem  and  will  progre^e  ■ 
toward  socialism.  This  does  not  mean  that  this  development  will  be 
along  the  lines  of  bourgeoise  parliamentary  democracy.  To  the  extent 
that  this  true  democracy  develops  as  a  phenomeiaOn  natural  to  these; 
countries,  -  to  the  exact  same  extent  will  the  political  parties  nOt  be 
bourgeoise  parties  of  the  parliamentary  democratic  type.  It  seems  probable 
that  these  countries  will  gradually  change  by  way  of  evolution,  and 
through  the  existence  of  several  parties,  will  alter  their  social  . 
structure  until  there  will  finally  be  no  party  politics  as  such.  !jtoe 
disappearance  of  the  party  system  as  a  form  of  politics  cannot  always  be 
bsrought  about  by  first  creating  a  single  party  political  organism  which 
will  gradually  wither  away.  Party  politics  can  also  wither  away  Vhen  there 
exist  multi-party  organisms. 

The  development  Of  self-government  in  India 

As  I  have  already  pointed  out,  in  many  countries  of  Southeast 
Asia  capitalism  has  proven  itself  impotent,  while  state-capltajism  has  ' 
been  both  unsuccessful  and  Impotent,  A  third  solution  is  f recently  Sou|^t 
in  certain  traditional  systems  which  still  exist  asbhe  vestiges  of 
primitive,  archaic  societies  .  ’  In  India  these  ancient  village  units. 


the  panchaya^8>  have  been  employed,  as  a  baBis  on  which  to  develop  a 
more  modem  social  8y8tem*A.\0t!ljSiiialiy  the  pancha^ntas  wem  pritaitice, 
archaic  i  natural  units, :  but  they  gm^ualiy  gave  way  betfore  the.  powe v  of 
colOiiialism.  Lawfully  renewed  after  ^liberation,  they  constitjite  an  . 
extension  of  the  government  machine,  its  Ipvest  un0.  Attempts  are  ^ 
now  being  made,  howeverji  tP  make  the  panchayantas  the  social  unlt  ..updn  . 
which  to  create  accumulation,  a, funit  which  a  society  will  develop  which 
is  dependent  upon  Ihe  production  of  goods.  /Ihese  units,  elected  by  the  ■ 
people,  are  responsible  for  economic,  educational,  and  social  development 
in  a  social  system  , which,'  os  .a  whole,  is  developing  thwa^  a  modem  society 
based  on  the  production  of  goods.  Thus,  units  which  have  their  origin 
in  the  archaic  village  have  been  transformed  into  units  which  jmst 
change  the  still  preponderantiy  natural  conditions  of  Indian  village 
life .  It  is  possible  that  this  is  the  only  means  of  transforming  a 
natural  society  which  is  strongly  conservative.  Attempts  are  not  only 
being  made  to  renew  and  establish  the  traditional vpanchayantas,  but  also . 
to  Introduce  certain  qualitative  social' changes  within  the -.political 
supers tmctTire.  The. panchayautas  in  the  villages,  which  have  great 
authority  In.  economic, apolitical,'  and  social  questions,  must,  beside 
supporting  the  government,  baring  about  social-politic^  conditions  which 
will-’make:  possible  a  more:mpid  aeoumulationi  Such,  ^t  least,  axe  the 
ideas  of  the  progressive  politicians  of  India . .  According  to  the 
opinions  . of  the  ^soclal  leadears  of  India  today,  the  panchayantas  must  fora 
the  basis -Of  modem  society,  a  society -based  on- paroductioh  of  . goods, . 
not .  natuaral  product  ion . 

HUention  has  been  made  of  the  arelatlonshlp  between  .self-government 
and  government  in  India  (and  in; other  countries)  as  being  in* a  procesc 
of  further  development.  We  .maintain  that  these  two  phenomena  should 
not  oppose :.each  other  as  this  is  afprocess  with  internal  contradictions. 

In  all  these  countries  the  governments  and  their  functloi^  must  be  sup¬ 
ported;  they  must,  however,  remain  flexible  enough  to  solve  the  problem 
of  accumulation  and  move  .more  . and  more  in  the  direction  of.  aeif-goyernaent. 

V, ..  Class  relationships . 

;  The  changes  in  the  political  superstmeture  which- are  at  present ... 
taking,  place  in  certain  countries -of  Southeast  Asia,  caused  by,  complex 
internal r-f actors  (and  to  a  certain  extent  by  International  ones)  cannot .. 

:  solve  existing  economic  problems  until  changes  in  Ihe  superstmeture  have 
been  made  in  the  direction  of  socialistic  democracy.  Class  relation*^ 
ships  based  on  economics  will  remain  unsolved,  the  bourgeolse  will 
Continue  to  exist,  and  in  spite  of  individual  movements,  partial  agrarian 
reforms,  etc.,  even  certain  feudal  elements  will  remain.  The  bourgeolse 
is  even  becoming  stronger,  and  not :  in  a  mlative  sense,  l.e,  relative  to 
other  social  forces,  but  in  an  absolute  senfe.  This  is  important,  as 
it  means  that  as  a  class  it  will  be  satisfied  only  if  it  bss  sufficient 
power  to  express  itsslf  andi  at  least,  beoiporary,  opke  mnifest  its  com¬ 
plete  hegemony  in  politics,  ^is  can  be  verified  by  .certain  new  tendencies 
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connected  vlth  the  Svatantra  party  in  Indto  and  the  infl^nce  which 

this  party  and  its  leaders  exe^  on  certain  raemhers  of  pp^reSs  and 

certain  circles  in  the  Indian  socialist  movement.  Change’s  ;ih  t^e 
political  superstructure  along  lines  of;  stre^hening  socialistic  ; 
democracy  do  not  automatically  solve  the  problem  of  class  irelationships; 
neither  do  they  solve- the  problem  of  socialism.  li  is  vpiy  inportapt 
to  note  this,  v  lt  is  also  important  to  note  the  fact 
being  taken  of  this  problem,  l.e,  that  the  class  sti^ggle  in  these’ 
countries  is  not  being  carried  put  within  the  framework  to  which  we  have 
become  accustomed.  Due  to  the  fact  that  the  basic  problem  Of  accumi^avio::-, 
both  economic  and  political,  nanifests  Itself  otherwise  ;than ,  ih  ^^fope;, 
the  lower  classes  have  a  different  position  in  society,  and  cbnsequentiiy 
a  different  approach  to  the  social “Political  . struggle  than  in  Europe. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  fact  that  in  certain  countries  the  road  to 
socialistic  democracy  is  opened  before  the  economic  class  s'^ruggle  has 
been  won,  T  Introduces  specif  ic .  elements  into  the  pjrocess  of  claiSS  strugc^e 
and  provides  different  bases  for  the  definitions  of  one  pr’  another  , 
class  or  party;.  I  am  of  the  opinion,  moreover,  that ,  the  ..system  of  , 
development  which  India,  for  example,  is  employing  will  for  the  ^  ' 

present  create  conditions  for  a  broad  class  struggle,  althou^  this 
will  have,  its  own  form,  and  will  create  new  political  problems  both  in 
the  village  and  the  city.  The  same  is  true  of  the  other  cotmtides  of 
Southeast  Asia, '  althou^  this  will  be  manifest  in  different  ways.,  'The 
line  for  developing  self-government,  even  in  its  initial  stages, 'must 
lead  to  a  certain  sharpness  in  political  relationships,  as  a  broad  plat¬ 
form  for  the  development, of  class,  and  political  relationships  is  beln^ 
created  which  will  make  it  possible  to  form  and  organize  those  class, 
forces  which  will  be  the,  bearers' of  socialism  -  or  thos.e.  fpfces  opposed 

Due  to  the  fact  that  the  problem  pf  accumulation,  broadly  Speaking, 

is  the  outstanding  one  in  the  countries  of  Southeast  Asia,  a  specif  . 
class  relationship  arises  around. this  problem  in  relation  to  tl^  working 
class.  The  position  of  this  class  in  these  countries  differs  from 
that  of  the  working  class  during  the  development  of  capitalism  in 
Europe  of  its  Objective  position  in  modem  developed  countries ,  Con¬ 
sequently,  the  goals,  strategy,  and  tactics  of  this  class  wjU.1  not  be  the 
same.  ’  V.,"  V. 

Actually,  for 'ttie  working  class  and  its  parties,  l.e.  the  cOnscfous 
socialistic  forces,  the  central  problem  which  must  dominate  ell  strategy 
and  politics  is  how,  by  what  means,  and  in  which  frameworks  of  society 
the  problem  of  accumulation  can  be  .solved  -  an  \mderstood  in  the  above 
manner.  '  All  other  politics  will  lead  to  isolationism,  sectism,  dogmatism, 
etc.  Any  workers*  party  can  have  temporary  success,  Increase  the  'number 
of  its  members,  etc.,  by  exploiting  the  difficult  economic  slt^^tlph  and 
the  failure  of  a  given  regime  to  solve  ecOTomlc  problems.  .But  a  party 

can  hecoute  powerful  only  if.  it  can  provide  clear  ^tematlves  and  . 
perspectives  for  solving  the  problem  of  accumulation.,,  !  ‘i  T 
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A^, we.  study  the  problems  of  the  undeveloped  countries  of 
Southeeei;^  Asia  and  their  Bbcl^  fbrmejit>  we  must  closely  observe 
new  phe^i&i®  which  are  basical;  cha^^  conditions  under  which 

new  pol^-ticjal  processes  a^  cbffllnfe  abbut^  In  this  ferment  we  see  ■ 

.pollijlcal,  movements  at  wo^Jc.  which  are  brianted  towards  socialism*  We 
alaa'^e  (and  .thill  is' SCtuaiiy  haroenlng)  place  from 

which  a®ti"'Spci^istic  tendencies  may'  develop  and  be  <temporarily' victorioc-  * 
We  camot  ,bb  positive  that  socialistle  forces  are  actually  dominant 
within,  indiyidt^'  Abvemehts 'Which  declare  themselves  socialistic  or  tl:vo 
■  such  mPy®^®hts  will  develop  iipwai^  socialism  from  the  ideal 'and 
pbiiiJliCal  standpoint .  jhis^i^  responsibility  of  those 

^  personalities  #ich  are  at  ;t^^  such  movements..  •  ■  y  ■  ;  . 


Prohlems  of  the  labor  movements 


lahor  movements  in  the  countries  of-SPtttheast ’Aela>iand  especiiillj' 
those, parties  Which  are  modeled  on  the  European  labor" parties,  both 
communistic  and  spcialistici  are  often  at  a  disadvantage  because' their 
policies  do  hot  Conform  with' concrete  conditions  and  facts  which  differ,' 
greatly,  as  We  have  already  mentioned,  _fromithose  in-EUrope*  .Because 
they  dp  nipt  snfticletttly  ' take  into  considerStion  the*  special,  objective 
conditions  pi’  these  actiyities,  these  parties  rare  often  unable  to::  create 
effective  tactics  or  a  hegemony  of  power  i£- progressive  Social  movements. 
How  else ■ can ; we ! ejqpiaih  the  fact  that • these  movements ,  led’  by  parties 
which  have  developed  under  the  direct; influence,  and  even  leadership,  of 
Eurppean,  spcialist  or  ComtomiH  partiesi  today,  when  there  is  unrest  in 
these  cpuntries,  ahe  defeated  and  constantly  become :  less  important  in  the 
.life,.;pr" these;, countries?" 

For  US  ’ it  would  seem  perfectly  ibgical  and  normal  during 

dpm®crttic  decentralization  in.  India  for  the  communists  and  socialists 
to  support  this;  policy/  to  enter  the' Self-governing  organs  > and  develop 
them  in  accordance  trtth  their' own  gbalS.'  This  is  a  very  progressive 
method  and  very,  effective  in  the  struggle" for  socialism^:  The  facts, 
however,'  are  otherwise  .  Because  the  methods  chosen  by  the  governing, 
powers  are  hot  Sufficiently  socialistic, ■ certain  people  in  .these  parties 
are  incHnejd' tb'take  a  negative  attitude  toward  those  methods  in  general 
and' against  the  self-governing  bodies  which  are  Just  being  formed  ana 
in  which  they  might  later  play  an  in^ortant  role .  Because  the  basic  class 
problem  is  not  solved"  immediately  by  sUch  a;  development,- they  come  tc  the 
conclusion  that  they  must  for  ah  opposition/  Overlooking  the  fact  thav 
an  opportunity  is  offered  for  a  Very  effective' solution,  not  ohLy  to 
,  -^e  problem  of  ecohomid  devel6pment>.;^t  to  the’  entire  class  problem  as 
.  ;  weli*  Their  tactics  ih  the  political- struggle'  are  limited  to  the  taking 
.over  .of  power  exclusi  eiy',  oh  'mbrS  exactly/  to  the  coming  into,  power 
^  of  ; party  by 'parliamentary  means .  latter,  following  the 

•j act.  pA Wy 'ftrvngresay  holds  true  al^  fpr  the  communists) .  They  are  there¬ 
fore  f oilb^tig  the  line  of  opposition  to  the'  government,  hence,  opposition 
to  the  existing  and  ba8fc''br^n8  of  hrb^^ssive  social  development 
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■bowasrd.  sociallstn.  Thus  in  practice  the  parties  of  the  left  are  limited 
to  leftist  slogans  and  phrases,  and  social  progress  is  moving  in  one 
direction  while  the  leftist  parties  are  on  the  outside  and  more  and 
more  limit  themselves  to  useless  and  inefficient  parliamentary  opposition. 


Milintije  Popovich. 


